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The presumption of judicial impartiality! cannot be overcome by the mere assertion of bias based solely on a trial judge's 
previous judicial relationship with a defendant.” The fact that a party has appeared before a certain judge in prior actions does 
not establish the existence of any bias or prejudice on that judge's part,’ even where the judge has previously made rulings 
adverse to the defendant. Prior appearances of a party before a trial judge do not, in themselves, reflect in any way upon a 


judge's impartiality to decide the merits of a case before the judge.’ 


The mere fact that a trial judge has had previous contact with a defendant in criminal matters does not establish prejudice.° 
The fact that a trial judge issued a defendant's search or arrest warrant does not, by itself, establish bias against that defendant 


in a subsequent criminal proceeding.’ 


Even though a decision in a former case by a judge against a litigant does not disqualify the judge in a subsequent case involving 
the same litigant, the prior unfavorable decision may reasonably give rise to an apprehension of bias or prejudice on the part of 
the judge sufficient to furnish a ground for disqualification of the judge and to require a hearing on a petition for disqualification 
by the defendant.* A motion for disqualification may be upheld where the judge showed bias or prejudice in the former action.” 
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